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1 )Kl Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 June 2007 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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8) n Claim(s) 1-17 and 28-31 are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Art Unit: 3693 

DETAILED ACTION 

Acknowledgement - Examiner thanks the applicant/attorney for pointing out due to 
editing error in election/restriction, and made necessary corrections. Examiner 
acknowledges receipt of election of group I with traverse, and made necessary 
corrections as pointed out by applicant/attorney to over come the applicant election with 
traverse to speed up the prosecution. 

Election/Restrictions 
1 . Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1-17 and 28-31 are drawn a method for transferring credit from a 
sender to a plurality of recipients includes a unique identifier for each of 
the plurality of recipients and a credit amount, which is defined in 
specification one of plurality of embodiment, where each 
embodiment is an invention, classified in class 705, subclass 40. 

II. Claims 18-27 are drawn a method for transferring credit from a sender to a 
plurality of recipients wherein at least two of the plurality of credit 
amounts are different amounts, and the sum of a plurality of credit 
amounts is an aggregate credit amount, which is another embodiment 
different than specified in group 1 or 3 and is classified in class 705, 
subclass 40. 

III. Claims 28-31 , are drawn to computer data signal embodied in a carrier 
wave for facilitating a credit transfer from a sender to a plurality of 
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recipients where a receiver code segment comprising a plurality of 
unique identifiers that correspond to the plurality of recipients which 
is another embodiment different than specified in group 1 or 2 and is 
classified in class 705, subclass 40 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 
Inventions of group I and group II are related as combination and 

subcombination, 

Inventions of group III and group II are related as combination and 
subcombination, 

Inventions of group I and group III are related as combination and 
subcombination, 

1 . Inventions in this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1 ) the 
combination as claimed does not require the particulars of the subcombination as 
claimed for patentability, and (2) that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other 
combinations (MPEP § 806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed 
does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed because group I 
(embodiment) or II (another embodiment) or III (another embodiment) can be used 
without the presence of the other groups (I & II, II & III, I & III) embodiments. The 
subcombination has separate utility such as group I "a unique identifier for each of the 
plurality of recipients and a credit amount, which is defined in specification one of 
plurality of embodiment, where each embodiment is an invention", group II "wherein at 
least two of the plurality of credit amounts are different amounts, and the sum of a 
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plurality of credit amounts is an aggregate credit amount.", group III "a receiver code 
segment comprising a plurality of unique identifiers that correspond to the plurality of 
recipients" 

The examiner has required restriction between combination and subcombination 
inventions. Where applicant elects a subcombination, and claims thereto are 
subsequently found allowable, any claim(s) depending from or otherwise requiring all 
the limitations of the allowable subcombination will be examined for patentability in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1 .104. See MPEP § 821 .04(a). Applicant is advised that if 
any claim presented in a continuation or divisional application is anticipated by, or 
includes all the limitations of, a claim that is allowable in the present application, such 
claim may be subject to provisional statutory and/or nonstatutory double patenting 
rejections over the claims of the instant application. 

Each of the group requires separate search strategy under subclass 705/40 
based on restriction requirement and for the reasons given above and there would be a 
serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required because the inventions 
require a different search (see MPEP § 808.02), restriction for examination purposes as 
indicated is proper. 

During a telephone conversation with Attorney Thomas Franklin (Reg. No. 43,616) on 
03/06/2007 a provisional election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of 
Group II (claims 18-27). Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in 
replying to this Office action. Groups I & III (Claims 1-17 and 28-31) are withdrawn from 
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further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non- 
elected invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The rejected claims cover every conceivable product. Particularly, claim 22 includes 
limitation "wherein the types are chosen to include at least four from" and claim 23 
includes limitation " a sub-step chosen from at least two of, where these narrow 
limitations are not found in original specification. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 18-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chang et 
al. (hereinafter Change - US 5,884,288, 3/16/1999) in view of Landry (US 6,996,542). 

Re. Claim 18, Change discloses receiving at a server computer system information from 
a sender to transfer credit to a plurality of recipients [see entire document particularly, 
col. 2 lines 38-42, lines 59-62], wherein: 

the information includes a plurality of credit amounts for the plurality of recipients 
wherein at least two of the plurality of credit amounts are different amounts, and the 
sum of a plurality of credit amounts is an aggregate credit amount [Figure 8B; col. 1 
lines 18-40; col. 4 lines 13-24]; 

determining a first handler chosen by the sender [col. 3 lines 57-67 - payor bank]; 

requesting credit transfer from the first handler [col. 4 lines 43-51 - instruction]; 

receiving at the server computer system the aggregate credit amount from the 
first handler [col. 1 lines 30-40]; 

determining a plurality of second handlers respectively chosen by the plurality of 
recipients [col. 1 lines 18-40 - see third party]; 

and sending the plurality of credit amounts to the plurality of second handlers 
[col. 1 lines 18-40]. 

Change does not explicitly disclose by interaction with server computer system to 
select from a plurality of different types of handlers. However, Landry discloses by 
interaction with server computer system [col. 38 line 46] to select from a plurality of 
different types of handlers [col.1 lines 43-52, col. 2 lines 25-29 (see bill payment by: 
check, cash, money order, third party, "Bank account", etc.); col. 7 lines 11-14 (payors 
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payment preferences); col. line 25-33 (payment parameters)]. It would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the disclosure of Change and include by interaction with server computer 
system to select from a plurality of different types of handlers, as disclosed by Landry, 
to increase payor control over the bill payment process for multiple payee and identify 
financial institution and an account (handler) at that institution from which funds may be 
transferred to satisfy obligations. 

Re. Claims 19-20, Change discloses a step of providing electronic notification from the 
server computer system to the plurality of recipients by email, and wherein the 
electronic notification includes at least one of an instant message and e-mail message 
[col. 2 lines 59-67]. 

Re. Claim 21, Change discloses wherein the first listed receiving step comprises 
receiving a file comprising the information [Abstract; col. 2 lines 45-48 - see electronic 
deposit]. 

Re. Claim 22, Change discloses wherein the first and second handlers include at least 
one of a bank, a credit card company, a debit card company, an agent location, a stored 
value fund, an airline mileage program, a gift certificate issuer, an electronic gift 
certificate issuer, and a money order issuer [col. 4 lines 13-25 - see payor and payee 
banks]. 
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Re. Claim 23, Change discloses wherein the sending step comprises at least one of the 
following steps : sending a credit amount to a bank account of one of the plurality of 
recipients; sending the credit amount to a credit card or debit card of the one ; sending 
the credit amount as a check or money order to the one; sending the credit amount to a 
stored value fund of the one; sending the credit amount to an agent location chosen by 
the one; sending a telegram or greeting card with a check or money order to the one; 
and sending an electronic greeting card to the one with an electronic payment 
notification embedded therewith [col. 1 lines 30-48]. 

Re. Claim 24, Change inherently discloses triggering condition for transferring funds 
from recipient's account where triggering condition satisfies [see col. 4 lines 43-51 - bill 
payment instructions]. 

Re. Claim 25, Change discloses receiving a request for a credit transfer; evaluating the 
request against a defined parameter; and performing the credit transfer from a stored 
value fund of the sender so long as the request is within the defined parameter [col. 7 
lines 19-33]. 

Re. Claim 26, Change discloses delaying the sending step until a future time specified 
by the sender [col. 4 lines 46-51 - "the manner", and hold]. 
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Re. Claim 27, Change discloses a computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions for performing the computer-implementable method for 
transferring credit from the sender to the plurality of recipients using the wide-area 
computer network [col. 10 lines 50-56]. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments (6/22/07) with respect to pending claims have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

2. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Harish T. Dass whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6793. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM to 4:50 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James A. Kramer can be reached on 571-272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 

Harish T Dass hloisiish 7CWy 
Examiner " x ~ 

Art Unit 3693 

9/1/07 



